
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE S1641February 12, 1999
Compound or Ambiguous Questions. Dur-

ing the depositions, there were numerous ob-
jections that the questions were compound
and/or ambiguous. In each instance, the Pre-
siding Officers invited the manager to re-
phrase the question and allowed the ques-
tioning to proceed. (See, e.g., id. at S1214–15
(Lewinsky), S1228 (Lewinsky), S1252
(Blumenthal)). At one point in the
Blumenthal deposition, Senators Specter
and Edwards ruled that Mr. Blumenthal
could answer a question to which Mr.
McDaniel objected as confusing, if the wit-
ness understood it. (Id. at S1250).

Open-ended Question. On cross-examina-
tion, Mr. Kendall asked Mr. Jordan if he had
anything to add to the testimony he had
given during his direct examination. That
question drew an objection from Manager
Hutchinson that it was too broad. Senator
Thompson asked Mr. Kendall to rephrase the
question, which he did. (Id. at S1245).

Witness Statement. At the conclusion of
his examination, Mr. Jordan asked the Pre-
siding Officers if he could make a statement.
(Jordan Depo. Tr., p. 157, lnc. 6–7). Manager
Hutchinson reserved the right to object if
the statement exceeded the scope of the in-
quiry. (Id. at ln. 18). Mr. Jordan then offered
a statement defending his integrity, which
the Presiding Officers allowed. (Id. at ln. 24—
p. 158, ln. 23). Manager Hutchinson did not
assert an objection following the statement.

Leading Questions. Senator Thompson al-
lowed Manager Hutchinson to ask a leading
question of Mr. Jordan, since according to S.
Res. 30 these witnesses were to be treated as
adverse to the Managers. (145 Cong. Rec.
S1238).

Questions Assuming Facts Not in Evi-
dence. Senator Edwards, with Senator Spec-
ter’s concurrence, sustained an objection to
a Manager’s question that contained prem-
ises and characterized events not in the
record, and Manager Graham rephrased the
question. (Id. S1252).

Speculation. Senators DeWine and Leahy
asked Manager Bryant to rephrase questions
after objection was made that the questions
called for speculation about another person’s
state of mind. (Id. at S1219, S1221
(Lewinsky)). Senators Specter and Edwards
asked Manager Graham to rephrase ques-
tions calling for Mr. Blumenthal’s specula-
tion about other’s thoughts. (Id. at S1250,
S1254).

D. USE OF EXHIBITS

Prior Production of Exhibits. Section 204
of S. Res. 30 requires ‘‘[t]he party taking a
deposition . . . [to] present to the other
party, at least 18 hours in advance of the
deposition, copies of all exhibits which the
deposing party intends to enter into the dep-
osition.’’ Following objection from the Presi-
dent’s counsel that the Managers had failed
to comply with this requirement and had
largely supplied only general descriptions of
exhibits without copies of specific docu-
ments, Senators DeWine and Leahy ruled
that this provision required production to
the witness, the other party, and the Presid-
ing Officers of a copy of any document that
would be used during the deposition. A gen-
eral description of the exhibit document did
not comply with the resolution. (Lewinsky
Depo. Tr., p. 14, ln. 16—p. 19, ln. 5). The Presi-
dent’s counsel lodged an objection to the
tardy production of deposition exhibits by
the Managers prior to the Lewinsky deposi-
tion and again prior to the Jordan deposi-
tion, but agreed to proceed after the Presid-
ing Officers assured them they would have
an adequate opportunity to review any docu-
ments used in the deposition. (Jordan Depo.
Tr., p. 13, lns. 22–25). Senators Thompson and
Dodd put the Managers on notice that failure
to comply with the Presiding Officers’ ruling

would preclude the use of documents not pro-
vided in a timely fashion at the Blumenthal
deposition scheduled for the next day. (Id. at
p. 13, ln. 22–p. 14, lns. 6, 16–23).

Referring to Exhibits. Senators DeWine
and Leahy ruled that exhibits should be re-
ferred to according to their location in the
Senate record. (145 Cong. Rec. S1214, S1226
(Lewinsky)). Senator Thompson reiterated
that ruling in the Jordan deposition. (Id. at
S1236). Senator Thompson also ruled that
grand jury exhibits in the Senate record used
as deposition exhibits should not be referred
to by their grand jury exhibit number, but
rather by an exhibit number for this im-
peachment trial deposition. (Id.) Senators
Thompson and Dodd numbered the exhibits
as they were presented, rather than as they
were admitted into evidence. (Id. at S1245).

Admitting Exhibits into Evidence.
S. Res. 16, the agreement which emerged
from the Senate’s January 8, 1999 bipartisan
caucus in the Old Senate Chamber, provides
that the material the House filed with the
Senate on January 13, 1999 ‘‘will be admitted
into evidence.’’ Those materials were print-
ed, bound, and distributed to Senators. (See
S. Doc. No. 106–3, vols. I–XXIV (1999)). Thus,
any documents in that Senate record were
already admitted into evidence by the time
the depositions were taken. S. Res. 30, which
governs the conduct of these depositions,
provides that ‘‘[n]o exhibits outside of the
Senate record shall be employed, except for
articles and materials in the press, including
electronic media.’’ When a party used a doc-
ument during a deposition that was in the
Senate record, there was no need to seek ad-
mission of that document into evidence. The
only non-record documents that could be
used in these depositions were ‘‘articles and
materials in the press, including electronic
media.’’ A party needed to seek the admis-
sion of those documents into evidence before
they could become part of the record.

During the Jordan deposition, Manager
Hutchinson attempted to use as an exhibit a
summary of telephone records, a redacted
form of which was in the Senate record. Mr.
Kendall objected to the use of the exhibit be-
cause it had not been properly authenti-
cated. Senators Thompson and Dodd sus-
tained the objection. (145 Cong. Rec. S1241).

After the Manager’s examination of Mr.
Blumenthal, the President’s counsel, Lanny
Breuer, presented various news articles that
were admitted into evidence. (Blumenthal
Depo. Tr., p. 81, ln. 8–p. 82, ln. 2). Manager
Graham also submitted articles into evi-
dence, including those not referred to by Mr.
Blumenthal, and they were admitted after
Mr. Breuer withdrew his objection that no
reference had been made to the articles dur-
ing the examination. (Id. at p. 82, lns. 16–25,
p. 83, ln. 15–p. 85, ln. 25).

f

CORRECTION TO THE RECORD
In the RECORD of February 10, 1999,

on page S1425–1427, the remarks of Sen-
ator THOMAS appear incorrectly. The
permanent RECORD will be corrected to
reflect the following:

By Mr. THOMAS (for himself, Mr.
ENZI, Mr. HELMS, Mr. MURKOW-
SKI, Mr. COVERDELL, Mr. HAGEL,
Mr. SMITH of Oregon, Mr. SMITH
of New Hampshire, Mr. ROB-
ERTS, Mr. NICKLES, and Mr. SES-
SIONS):

S. 404. A bill to prohibit the return of
veterans memorial objects to foreign
nations without specific authorization
in law; to the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs.

S. 404: THE VETERANS MEMORIAL PHYSICAL
INTEGRITY ACT OF 1999

∑ Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I come
to the floor today to introduce S. 404, a
bill to prohibit the return to a foreign
country of any portion of a memorial
to American veterans without the ex-
press authorization of Congress. The
bill is identical to S. 1903 which I intro-
duced at the end of the last Congress.

I would not have thought that a bill
like this was necessary, Mr. President.
It would never have occurred to me
that an Administration would even
briefly consider dismantling part of a
memorial to American soldiers who
died in the line of duty in order to send
a piece of that memorial to a foreign
country; but a real possibility of just
that happening exists in my state of
Wyoming involving what are known as
the ‘‘Bells of Balangiga.’’

In 1898, the Treaty of Paris brought
to a close the Spanish-American War.
As part of the treaty, Spain ceded pos-
session of the Philippines to the United
States. At about the same time, the
Filipino people began an insurrection
in their country. In August 1901, as
part of the American effort to stem the
insurrection, a company of 74 officers
and men from the 9th Infantry, Com-
pany G, occupied the town of Balangiga
on the island of Samar. These men
came from Ft. Russell in Cheyenne,
Wyoming—today’s F.E. Warren Air
Force Base.

On September 28 of that year, taking
advantage of the preoccupation of the
American troops with a church service
for the just-assassinated President
McKinley, a group of Filipino insur-
gents infiltrated the town. Only three
American sentries were on duty that
day. As described in an article in the
November 19, 1997 edition of the Wall
Street Journal:

Officers slept in, and enlisted men didn’t
bother to carry their rifes as they ambled
out of their quarters for breakfast.
Balangiga had been a boringly peaceful site
since the infantry company arrived a month
earlier, according to military accounts and
soldiers’ statements. The quiet ended
abrupty when a 23 year old U.S. sentry
named Adolph Gamlin walked past the local
police chief. In one swift move, the Filipino
grabbed the slightly built Iowan’s rifle and
smashed the butt across [Gamlin’s] head. As
PFC Gamlin crumpled, the bells of Balangiga
began to peal.

With the signal, hundreds of Filipino fight-
ers swarmed out of the surrounding forest,
armed with clubs, picks and machete-like
bolo knives. Others poured out of the church;
they had arrived the night before, disguised
as women mourners and carrying coffins
filled with bolos. A sergeant was beheaded in
the mess tent and dumped into a vat of
steaming wash water. A young bugler was
cut down in a nearby stream. The company
commander was hacked to death after jump-
ing out a window. Besieged infantrymen de-
fended themselves with kitchen forks, mess
kits and baseball bats. Others threw rocks
and cans of beans.

Though he was also slashed across the
back, PFC . . . Gamlin came to and found a
rifle. By the time he and the other survivors
fought their way to the beach, 38 US soldiers
were dead and all but six of the remaining
men had been wounded.
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The remaining soldiers escaped in

five dug-out canoes. Only three boats
made it to safety on Leyte. Seven men
died of exposure at sea, and another
eight died of their wounds; only 20 of
the company’s 74 members survived.

A detachment of 54 volunteers from
9th infantry units stationed at Leyte
returned to Balangiga and recaptured
the village. They were reinforced a few
days later from Companies K and L of
the 11th Infantry Regiment. When the
11th Infantry was relieved on October
18, by Marines, the 9th Infantry took
two of the church bells and an old can-
non with them back to Wyoming as
memorials to the fallen soldiers.

The bells and cannon have been dis-
played in front of the base flagpole on
the central parade grounds since that
time. The cannon was restored by local
volunteers and placed under a glass dis-
play case in 1985 to protect it from the
elements. The bells were placed in
openings in a large specially con-
structed masonry wall with a plaque
dedicating the memorial to the mem-
ory of the fallen soldiers.

Off and on since 1981, there have been
some discussions in various circles in
Cheyenne, Washington, and Manila
about the future of the bells, including
the possibility of returning them to the
Philippines. Most recently, the Phil-
ippine government—having run into
broad opposition to their request to
have both bells returned to them—has
proposed making a copy of both bells,
and having both sides keep one copy
and one original. Opposition to the pro-
posal from local and national civic and
veterans groups has been very strong.

Last year, developments indicated to
me that the White House was seriously
contemplating returning one or both of
the bells to the Philippines. 1998
marked the 100th anniversary of the
Treaty of Paris, and a state visit by
then-President Fidel Ramos—his last
as President—to the United States.
The disposition of the bells was high on
President Ramos’ agenda; he has spo-
ken personally to President Clinton
and several members of Congress about
it over the last three years, and made
it one of only three agenda items the
Filipino delegation brought to the
table. Since January 1998, the Filipino
press has included almost weekly arti-
cles on the bells’ supposed return, in-
cluding several in the Manila Times in
April and May which reported that a
new tower to house the bells was being
constructed in Borongon, Samar, to re-
ceive them in May. In addition, there
have been a variety of reports vilifying
me and the veterans in Wyoming for
our position on the issue, and others
threatening economic boycotts of US
products or other unspecified acts of
retaliation to force capitulation on the
issue.

Moreover, inquiries to me from var-
ious agencies of the Administration so-
liciting the opinion of the Wyoming
congressional delegation on the issue
increased in frequency in the first four
months of 1998. I also learned that the

Defense Department, perhaps in con-
junction with the Justice Department,
prepared a legal memorandum outlin-
ing its opinion of who actually controls
the disposition of the bells.

In response, the Wyoming congres-
sional delegation wrote a letter to
President Clinton on January 9, 1998, to
make clear our opposition to removing
the bells. In response to that letter, on
May 26 I received a letter from Sandy
Berger of the National Security Coun-
cil which I think is perhaps one of the
best indicators of the direction the
White House was headed on this issue.

To head off any move by the Admin-
istration to dispose of the bells, I and
Senator ENZI introduced S. 1903 on
April 1. The bill had 18 cosponsors, in-
cluding the distinguished Chairmen of
the Committees on Armed Services,
Foreign Relations, Finance, Energy
and Natural Resources, Rules, Ethics,
and Banking; the Chairmen of five Sub-
committees of the Foreign Relations
Committee; and five members of the
Armed Services Committee.

Mr. President, at this point let me
dispose of a canard that was forwarded
shortly after the time I introduced S.
1903 by those seeking the return of the
bells. They asserted that the bill was
actually in contravention of the wishes
of the people of the State of Wyoming
because the Wyoming Legislature,
quoting a letter from the Ambassador
of the Philippines dated April 3, 1998,
‘‘supports the sharing of the bells.’’
That statement, however, glosses over
the real facts.

Wyoming’s legislature is not a ‘‘pro-
fessional’’ one—that is, the legislators
have other, full-time jobs and the Leg-
islature only sits for forty days at the
beginning of each year and twenty days
in the fall. When the Legislature
meets, it is often to process an entire
year’s worth of legislation in just a few
weeks.

Like Congress, the Wyoming Legisla-
ture has a formal process of introduc-
ing, considering, and then voting on
bills which become law upon the signa-
ture of the chief executive—in this case
the governor. Also like Congress, the
Legislature has a system for expressing
its non-binding viewpoint on certain
issues through resolutions. But unlike
Congress, the Legislature also has an
informal resolution process to express
the viewpoint of only a given number
of legislators, as opposed to the entire
legislative body, on a given topic; the
vehicle for such a process is called a
‘‘joint resolution.’’

In this process, a legislator circulates
the equivalent of a petition among his
or her colleagues. Support for the sub-
ject matter is signified simply by sign-
ing one’s name to the petition. Once
the sponsor has acquired all the signa-
tures he or she can—or wishes to—ac-
quire, the joint resolution is simply de-
posited for the record with the Office of
the Governor; it is never—I repeat
never—voted on in either House of the
Legislature, nor is it signed by the gov-
ernor. As a consequence, it is not con-

sidered to be the position of, or the ex-
pression of the will of, the Legislature
as a whole, but only of those legisla-
tors who signed it.

Although the bells are an issue of in-
terest among some circles state-wide,
the issue is not well-known all over
Wyoming. I have heard from several of
the signatories of the joint resolution
on the bells that they were not aware
of the circumstances surrounding the
bells at the time they signed the joint
resolution. In this regard, it is impor-
tant to note that the sponsor of the
joint resolution did not enlighten them
about the role of the bells in the
unprovoked killing of 54 American sol-
diers in Balangiga before they signed
the document. Moreover, that fact was
completely and purposefully left out of
the wording of the joint resolution
itself; the death of these American sol-
diers was completely glossed over. The
closest the joint resolution gets to
mentioning the surprise attack and re-
sulting deaths is this, which I quote
verbatim:

Whereas, at a point in the relationship,
nearly one hundred (100) years ago following
the Spanish-American War, armed conflict
occurred between the United States and the
Philippines; and

Whereas, a particularly noteworthy inci-
dent occurred on the island of Samar in 1901
during the course of that conflict; and

Whereas, that incident involved the ring-
ing of the Church Bells of Balangiga on
Samar to signal the outbreak of fighting.

Imagine. The author of the joint res-
olution reduced the surprise attack and
horrible deaths of fifty-four soldiers to
a seemingly innocent, benign ‘‘note-
worthy incident.’’ So while some may
rely on the joint resolution as though
it were the ‘‘voice of Wyoming’’ in sup-
port of their position, an examination
of the actual facts surrounding it
proves that reliance to be very mis-
placed.

While time has passed since this
issue came to a head last April, Mr.
President, my deep concern that the
Administration might still dispose of
the bells has not. The Administration
has not disavowed its earlier intent to
seek to return the bells—an intent de-
railed by the introduction of S. 1903
last year. In addition, despite Article
IV, section 3, clause 2 of the Constitu-
tion, which states that the ‘‘Congress
shall have the power to dispose of . . .
Property belonging to the United
States,’’ the Justice Department has
issued an informal memorandum stat-
ing that the Bells could possibly be dis-
posed of by the President pursuant to
the provisions of 10 U.S.C. § 2572.

I continue to be amazed, even in
these days of political correctness and
revisionist history, that a U.S. Presi-
dent—our Commander-in-Chief—would
appear to be ready to ignore the wishes
of our veterans and tear down a memo-
rial to U.S. soldiers who died in the
line of duty in order to send part of it
back to the country in which they were
killed. Amazed, that is, until I recall
this President’s fondness for sweeping
apologies and what some might view as
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flashy P.R. gestures. Consequently,
Senator ENZI and I have decided to re-
introduce the bill in the 106th Con-
gress.

Mr. President, to the veterans of Wy-
oming, and the United States as a
whole, the bells represent a lasting me-
morial to those fifty-four American
soldiers killed as a result of an
unprovoked insurgent attack in
Balangiga on September 28, 1901. In
their view, which I share, any attempt
to remove either or both of the bells—
and in doing so actually physically dis-
mantling a war memorial—is a dese-
cration of that memory.

S. 404 will protect the bells and simi-
lar veterans memorials from such an
ignoble fate. The bill is quite simple; it
prohibits the transfer of a veterans me-
morial or any portion thereof to a for-
eign country or government unless spe-
cifically authorized by law; Represent-
ative BARBARA CUBIN is introducing
similar legislation this week in the
House. I am pleased to be joined by
Senators ENZI, HELMS, HAGEL, SMITH of
Oregon, MURKOWSKI, SMITH of New
Hampshire, ROBERTS, SESSIONS, NICK-
LES, and COVERDELL as original cospon-
sors. I trust that my colleagues will
support its swift passage.∑
f

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages from the President of the
United States were communicated to
the Senate by Mr. Thomas, one of his
secretaries.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session the Presiding
Officer laid before the Senate messages
from the President of the United
States submitting sundry nominations
which were referred to the appropriate
committees.

(The nominations received today are
printed at the end of the Senate pro-
ceedings.)
f

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE
RECEIVED DURING ADJOURNMENT

Under the authority of the order of
the Senate of January 6, 1999, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, on February 12,
1999, during the adjournment of the
Senate, received a message from the
House of Representatives announcing
that the House has agreed to the fol-
lowing concurrent resolution, in which
it requests the concurrence of the Sen-
ate:

H. Con. Res. 27. Concurrent resolution pro-
viding for an adjournment or recess of the
two Houses.

The message also announced that the
House has passed the following bills, in
which it requests the concurrence of
the Senate:

H.R. 391. An act to amend chapter 35 of
title 44, United States Code, for the purpose
of facilitating compliance by small business
with certain Federal paperwork require-
ments, to establish a task force to examine
the feasibility of streamlining paperwork re-
quirements applicable to small businesses,
and for other purposes.

H.R. 437. An act to provide for a Chief Fi-
nancial Officer in the Executive Office of the
President.

H.R. 705. An act to make technical correc-
tions with respect to the monthly reports
submitted by the Postmaster General on of-
ficial mail of the House of Representatives.

The message further announced that
pursuant to section 852(b) of Public
Law 105–244, the Minority Leader ap-
points the following Member and indi-
vidual to the Web-Based Education
Commission: Mr. FATTAH of Pennsyl-
vania and Mr. Doug King of St. Louis,
Missouri.

The message also announced that
pursuant to section 3(b) of Public Law
105–341, the Minority Leader appoints
the following Member and individuals
to the Woman’s Progress Commemora-
tion Commission: Ms. SLAUGHTER of
New York, Ms. Clayola Brown of New
York, New York, and Ms. Barbara
Haney of Irvine, New Jersey.

The message further announced that
pursuant to section 955(b)(1)(B) of Pub-
lic Law 105–93, the Minority Leader re-
appoints the following Member to the
National Council on the Arts: Mrs.
LOWEY of New York.

The message also announced that
pursuant to the provisions of 22 U.S.C.
1928a, the Speaker appoints the follow-
ing Members of the House to the
United States Group of the North At-
lantic Assembly: Mr. BEREUTER of Ne-
braska, Chairman, Mr. BATEMAN of Vir-
ginia, Mr. BLILEY of Virginia, Mr.
BOEHLERT of New York, Mr. REGULA of
Ohio, Mr. GOSS of Florida, Mr. DEUTCH
of Florida, Mr. BORSKI of Pennsylvania,
Mr. LANTOS of California, and Mr. RUSH
of Illinois.

The message further announced that
pursuant to the provisions of 22 U.S.C.
276d, the Speaker appoints the follow-
ing Member of the House to the Can-
ada-United States Interparliamentary
Group: Mr. HOUGHTON of New York,
Chairman.

The message also announced that
pursuant to the provisions of 22 U.S.C.
276h, the Speaker appoints the follow-
ing Member of the House to the Mex-
ico-United States Interparliamentary
Group: Mr. KOLBE of Arizona, Chair-
man.

The message further announced that
pursuant to subsection (c)(3) of division
A of Public Law 105–277, the Minority
Leader appoints the following individ-
uals to the Trade Deficit Review Com-
mission: Mr. George Becker of Pitts-
burgh, Pennsylvania, Mr. Kenneth
Lewis of Portland, Oregon, and Mr. Mi-
chael Wessel of Falls Church, Virginia.

f

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on
Armed Services, without amendment:

S. 257. A bill to state the policy of the
United States regarding the deployment of a
missile defense capable of defending the ter-
ritory of the United States against limited
ballistic missile attack (Rept. No. 106–4).

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND
JOINT RESOLUTIONS

The following bills and joint resolu-
tions were introduced, read the first
and second time by unanimous con-
sent, and referred as indicated:

By Mr. MURKOWSKI:
S. 426. A bill to amend the Alaska Native

Claims Settlement Act, to provide for a land
exchange between the Secretary of Agri-
culture and the Huna Totem Corporation,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources.

By Mr. ABRAHAM (for himself, Mr.
DOMENICI, Mr. THOMPSON, Mr. LOTT,
Mr. ALLARD, Mr. HAGEL, Mr. SES-
SIONS, Mr. HUTCHINSON, Mr. COCHRAN,
Mr. BURNS, Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. INHOFE,
Mr. DEWINE, Mr. BOND, Mr. SMITH of
Oregon, Mr. ENZI, Mr. HELMS, and Mr.
NICKLES):

S. 427. A bill to improve congressional de-
liberation on proposed Federal private sector
mandates, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on the Budget and the Commit-
tee on Governmental Affairs, pursuant to the
order of August 4, 1977, with instructions
that if one Committee reports, the other
Committee have thirty days to report or be
discharged.

By Mr. GORTON:
S. 428. A bill to amend the Agricultural

Market Transition Act to ensure that pro-
ducers of all classes of soft white wheat (in-
cluding club wheat) are permitted to repay
marketing assistance loans, or receive loan
deficiency payments, for the wheat at the
same rate; to the Committee on Agriculture,
Nutrition, and Forestry.

By Mr. DURBIN (for himself, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. CLELAND, Mr. GRAMS, Mr.
DASCHLE, Mr. DEWINE, Mr. LAUTEN-
BERG, and Mr. LEVIN):

S. 429. A bill to designate the legal public
holiday of ‘‘Washington’s Birthday’’ as
‘‘Presidents’ Day’’ in honor of George Wash-
ington, Abraham Lincoln, and Franklin Roo-
sevelt and in recognition of the importance
of the institution of the Presidency and the
contributions that Presidents have made to
the development of our Nation and the prin-
ciples of freedom and democracy; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

f

SUBMISSION OF CONCURRENT AND
SENATE RESOLUTIONS

The following concurrent resolutions
and Senate resolutions were read, and
referred (or acted upon), as indicated:

By Mr. LOTT (for himself and Mr.
DASCHLE):

S. Res. 37. A resolution to express grati-
tude for the service of the Chief Justice of
the United States as Presiding Officer during
the impeachment trial; considered and
agreed to.

By Mr. MCCONNELL (for himself and
Mr. DODD):

S. Res. 38. A resolution to waive the Stand-
ing Rules of the Senate in order to permit a
resolution authorizing Senate committee ex-
penditures for the period March 1, 1999
through September 30, 1999; considered and
agreed to.

By Mr. DOMENICI (for himself and Mr.
LAUTENBERG):

S. Res. 39. A resolution commending June
Ellenoff O’Neill for her service to Congress
and to the Nation; considered and agreed to.

S. Res. 40. A resolution commending James
L. Blum for his service to Congress and to
the Nation; considered and agreed to.

By Mr. THURMOND (for himself, Mr.
LOTT, Mr. DASCHLE, Mr. BYRD, Mr.
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